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2. 



Sp^rpWo'-wl'-J? 1-^ ^ }^^^ ''.'^"-^ ^° ^^^^ "^"^'S APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Lli fl?.?.-ln'*''l' ^''i'?"4y„*':®.!PP"^2"' required to avoid abandonment of this application A propeVreKo a 

PERIOD FOR RFPI Y [check either a) or b)] 

a) S The period for reply expires Imonths from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) U The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory AcUon, or (2) t whichever is later In 
OM V ou^^rTxulo"!'^^^ ^^P'y ^'^Pi^^ '^'^^ than SiX MONTHS from the mailing date o??hS reie^m 
706 O/S) """'^ ™' ''^"^^ ^'^^^ ^'TH'^ ™0 MONTHS OF THE FlNrRElEclS See MPEP 

^,'1°"^® °!„^PPf^' f''®^ °" • Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) K they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

° i^s^s for tSrald/or''''' "^P""' "^"''^'""^ ^"'"^'"^ °' ^'"^P"^'"9 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3.n Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

c^XTernToS^^ ^ -P-^'«' ♦i-'y fi'ed amendment 

"Lnnlt2nn^?r'''J'P f °' ^^^^"sideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation f^h^^f P ® 

Taitpd h!ti°p''^''''* because it is not directed SOLELY fo issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. ^ 

For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)^ will not be entered or b)^ will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below orappended^^ 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: none . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-77 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. n The proposed drawing correction filed on _ 

9. n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 
10.13 Other: See Continuation 



7. 



.isa)n approved or b)[J disapproved by the Examiner. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) . ,- ^. ^, 

^ ' Application No. 009/481,654 

50y *'ZSnL^dn ?n^^nnfn? ♦ Claims 75-77 present the new issue of holding the molding process at a room relative humidity of abov 

hlidit cited bv ^ rlnri nn.7 ''h ^"."'f P'"'^"' P^""'°"''y ^"PP^^ ^^''^^ '^e issue of 50O/O room relative 

numidity cited by applicants is not found to clearly support its presence at original filing date .. 



Continuation of 5 does NOT place the application in condition for allov^ance because: Applicants argue that The Cibatool data sheets 
are only evidence for materials with 0.3 to 0.5 % water present because they are drawn io ^5% relaXhumidrty Lnd£s to avoid ml 
problems of more water present at higher humidities. Applicants misunderstand in what manner CibatoolsTS as Sencl^^^^^^^^^ 
IS used as evidence that the compositions of Tsao et al, Land, Steinmann et al and Ohkawa et al inherentVpossesfthe amounts of 
do ?h,ol T'^T equilibrated to standard operating conditions. Cibatool ^^ed toThow that th^^^^^^^ 

do absorb water under ordinary conditions and require extra ordinary conditions to avoid the addition of water as the ma eria^s eSuNib^ate 
feZ n^nu^nZnT '*°?^fK°' somewhere between 150/0 and sl? rdarelmidt the SL 

«i h i ° ^t^' '"^^ '^"3® °^ ^''"''''^^ the instant claims and stay in that range for up to Lnd oossiblv 

h^miHirf M K ^n-K '? ^r"*^"^^ compositions of the prior art would also have this range of water p esent in S relative 

stani a giv'en ' '''' '^"^'^'^'^^ ' stereolithographic process' Thus hr'e^STs 



i??heeSred office Son oJ pSat^'pn?/ V \^ ^^^"'^'^ '^^^ ^PP«^^ '° be amended as they were 

agS Sr;d^S;7am^^^^^^^^^^ - *° ^ '^^-^^ <^'a'-- ^he examiner stLs 
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